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RESPONSE TO OFFICE ACTION 


In response to the office action of April 10, 2002, Applicant 
submits the following remarks. Applicant respectfully requests the 
reconsideration of the rejections. 

Examiner rejects claims 1-10 as being anticipated by Wellech. 
However, anticipation requires that every element of the claim be 
disclosed in the single reference in the manner claimed. 

The examiner asserts that Wellech teaches "tension adjusting 
means for controlling the tension between the attachment means and 
the stabilizer bar, and means for adjusting resistance to the 
movement of the coil". Applicant asserts that Wellech does not in 
fact so teach. Wellech discloses only an adjustable glass drawing 
disc (63 in Fig. 3) . This is an "adjustable glass drawing disk . . . 
composed of fibre". The purpose of the disk is to "engage and draw 
glass off the spindle ( #50)". After the formed glass thread has 
been driven past the bifurcated end of the spindle (which is the 
means of drawing the glass thread only for the initial startup 


only) the disk 63 is the means for drawing the glass thread around 
the spindle and moving the formed coil along the "stabilizing bar". 
If this disk is stopped the drawing stops. It cannot resist and 
draw the glass at the same time, as does the applicant's. It is 
not therefore "tension adjusting' means. 

The examiner also cites Klavik as both anticipating and 
rendering applicant's invention obvious. Klavik does not provide 
any "means for adjusting resistance to the movement of the coil" on 
the stabilizer bar or mandrel either. While Klavik may provide 
resistance, there is nothing in Klavik that discloses resistance, 
discusses resistance, or even teaches to adjust the resistance. 

As to the remaining informalities and corrections, Applicant 
will amend claim 2 as requested by the examiner to correct the 
informalities noted in the Examiner's objection in Examiner's 
paragraph 4, and to provide the antecedent basis in Claim 5 
(examiner's paragraph 6) . 

Applicant respectfully requests the Examiner reconsider the 
rejections based on anticipation and obviousness, and allow the 
application. 
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